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The order was quashed because it did not appear that
the persons whose names were added had notice.
Before this conclusion was arrived at, Mr. Burrough
had gone through all the authorities in an exhaustive
manner, and shown conclusively that the old standard
of contribution was ability, from whatever source
arising; and this seems to have slightly shaken Lord
Mansfield's opinion as to rating in respect of stock-in-
trade. He said:" It is a very different question, whether
personal estate is to be rated to the extent in which it
has been argued to-day, or not to be rated at all in any
shape or under any circumstances. It would make
the poor-laws very oppressive if a man is to be taxed
to the extent of his whole personal estate and income.
In that case every man who has money in the funds
would be liable; lawyers for their fees, soldiers for
their pay, &c. But where men are occupiers of houses
and have stock-in-trade, whether such stock-in-trade
may be taken into consideration is a very different
question. Some personal estate may be ratable; but
it must be local visible property within the parish.
The general question is too extravagant. It would be
material to state what has been the custom of rating.
If the usage should be to take in stock-in-trade, there
would be very good right to support it." Mr. Justice
Aston did not think usage of so much importance.
He said that/' notwithstanding the usage, if upon the
general question, which is what they are now aiming
at, it should turn out to be the law that personal pro-
perty is ratable, if that is the law, it must be rated
then, though it never was so before." Mr. Burrough
had said that personal property had been rated for a
long time both in Andover and in many other parts